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Fax: (503) 635-0994 
wilhelinri @qwestnet 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL 



TO: Anh Hong Do 

Cotnpany: United States Patent and Trademark Office 

FAX: (571)273-8300 

FROM: Richard A. Wilbeto 

Your Reference: 1 0/625,753 

Our Reference: VP065 

DATE: August 13, 2007 

Total pages including this page: 3 

If you do not receive all pages or if you have any question^ please catl Richard Wilhclm, 
Dear Examiner Do: 

I would appreciate an opportunity to briefly discuss with you tlie recent OfSce 
Action in the above matter, I don't fully understand the rejection. An interview request 
form follows. 

Richard A. Wilhehn 

CONFIDENTIALrTY NOTICE: Tliis facsimile trEinsmission may contain information tha^ is 
confidential or protected by attorney-client privilege. This facsimile transmission is intended for 
the addressee only. If you are not the addressecj please do not read, disclose^ copy, publish^ or 
distribute this facsimile. If you are not the addressee, please contact us immediately. 
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71.3.01 



MANUAL OF PATENT EXAMINING PROCEDURE 
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AUG 1 3 2007 



PT0L-41.'»A (OIMM) 

Approved tor irm through 07/al/SOOG. OMfi 0^1. 
U.S> Patpnt and Trodomflilc OWeo: U^. oet»ARTlwlE»rr QF COMMERCE 



Applicant Tnitiated Interview Request Form 



Application No. : /a/6P$.7^^ First Named Applicant: ^-C^^^ ^ 
Examiner , DP ' Art Unit: H^uH StatUR of AprHi 



lication: 



Tentative Psirtlctpantsr , . 



(2L 



PropnRcd Pntc of Interview: 



or? 



I'rnposcit Time: ^ 



Type of Interview istequeiiitcf]: 
(1) ^^eleplionjc (2) r I t>*cr!iona1 

Exhibit To Be Stiown or Dcmnnstrnted: \ \ VES 
If yos, provide bHqf description: 



(AM^^^) 



(3) \ I Viden Conference 



Issues To Be Discussed 



(ReJ., ObJ., etc) 

(2) 

(3) 



Claims/ 
Ftp, #s 



Frtor 
Art 



C ] Continuation Sheet Attached 
Brief D«Rcriptf on of An;unietitji to bo Prcsomtod: 



Discussed 




Not Agreed 


[ I 


( J 


[ ] 


C ] 


[ ] 


( } 


[ ] 


[ } 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ 1 


[ ] 



An interview wa« conducted on the above-identlfled application nn 

J^QTB; T hi5 form nhould be eomplctcd by applicant and fnibtnftted to the exarotner in ndvancc of the Interview 



(RCfi MPEJ^ § 713.01). 

This appUcadnn will not be delayed fTom isduc becanRC of appHcqtit's fannrc to mibmlt a wHttcn record of this 
tntorvtew. Therefore, ttppllcnnt is fldvlncd to file • stntcnient of the iinb9tflnce of this Interview (37 CFR l.t33(b)) 

Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature ^ 

Typed/Printed Name of Applicant or Representative 



Regtstffltion Nurober, if applicable 



TO THT5 AOOUCSS. SENT* TO! CommhHlimcr fi»r PntcntR, P.O. D«x 1 450, Alnnndrf A, VA 2231 3-1450, 

Ifyov need mmWAncn in comp/etfng f ha form, c<»// )S00-PTO-9J99 an^ x^fecr opiSwt 3. 
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In applicant's response to the Office Action dated 01/09/2007, applicant argued 

that 

"neither Figure 2 or Figure 4 discloses any aspect of storing data." 
See page 6, paragraph A, 

In the Office Action dated 06/14/2007, tlie Examiner says *'applicatif s arguments . 
, . are mppt in view of the new ground($) of rejection." See page 2, paragraph 1. The 
June 6 Office Action restates the language first presented in the Office Action data 
01/09/2007: 

"-transforming image data as it is received by selectively storing some of 
the image data in a memory for access by the display device 24 as shown 
in Fig. 2 and discarding other of the image data (see Fig. 4: discarding 
every other pixel 30 in a row). 

The new grounds of rejection relate to U.S. Pat. No. 7»202,917 to Katoh, et al. In 

particular, according to the Office Action, "Katoh teaches the image data is in a 

predetermined order of pixel components." 

Applicant does not understand'how his argument is mooted by Katoh. For 

convenience^ the elements of claim 1 are reproduced below. 



Claim 1 recites tiie steps of: 

(a) receiving image data representing a plurality of pixels defining an image for 

display on the display device, the image data being transmitted in a data 
stream and being in a_nred€termined order of pixel components : and 

(b) transfbmiing the image data as it is received by selectively storing some of the 

pixel components in a memory for access by the display device and 
discarding other of the pixel components (emphasis added). 



PAGE 3/3'RCVDAT8l13l200M:52:41PM[Eastem Daylight Time]'^^^ 



